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DETAILED ACTION 

Remarks 

1 . In response to communications filed on 5 June 2008, claims 1 , 5, and 8-9 are 
amended, claim 7 is cancelled, and claim 10 is added per applicant's request. Claims 1, 
3-6, and 8-10 are pending in the application. 

Specification 

2. Claims 8 and 1 0 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 8 is directed towards a computer readable medium. However, even with 

the amendment to the specification, it is unclear exactly what technology a 'computer 
readable medium' encompasses. Applicant is advised to amend the specification to 
include a recitation of technology available to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made that would clarify what is meant by the use of the phrase 
'computer readable medium'. 

Claim 10 is objected because the claim contains a recitation of a "computer 
central processing unit". However, there is no such hardware mentioned in the 
specification. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 8 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The applicant claims "a computer readable 
storage medium", and has amended the specification to recite the claimed subject 
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matter. However, it is unclear from the newly amended specification exactly what a 
computer readable storage medium entails. Reciting the claim language in the 
specification does not clarify a computer readable medium. Applicant is advised to 
include in the specification a recitation of technology or formats available to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that would clarify what is 
meant by the phrase "computer readable medium". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 5-6, and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Milovanovic (US Pre-Grant Publication 2003/0065728) in view of 
Horn (US Pre-Grant Publication 2004/0177319). 

As to claim 1 , Milovanovic teaches: 

analyzing a mail software folder configuration created on mail software to obtain 
information regarding the mail software folder configuration and creating a scanned data 
folder accessible by the mail software, if necessary (see paragraphs [0018] and [0024] 
and Figure 2, element 101); 

Milovanovic does not teach: 
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creating a file system folder configuration same as the analyzed mail software 
folder configuration in a file system that is shared by the mail software 

Horn teaches creating a file system folder configuration same as the analyzed 
mail software folder configuration in a file system that is shared by the mail software 
(see Horn paragraphs [0104], [0133], and [0135]. Also see paragraph [0024], [0031], 
and [0036]. A user may create a mirrored representation of a directory structure 
specified as a 'working set'), 

Milovanovic as modified teaches and that reads documents by use of a scanner 
(see Horn paragraphs [0041] and [0043] and Milovanovic paragraph [0024]), copies 
those documents into the scanned data folder and files the documents, based upon the 
information obtained by the analysis of the mail software folder configuration created on 
the mail software (see Milovanovic paragraph [0024] and Horn paragraphs [0133] and 
[0135]); and 

performing file management by executing filing processing for the created file 
system folder configuration (see Horn et al . paragraphs [0104]. [0133], [0135], and 
[0179]), wherein 

the analysis of the mail software folder configuration is performed at a time of 
startup of the file management software, regularly, or upon user's requests (see Horn 
paragraph [0179]), and 

when the mail software folder configuration of the mail software differs from that 
of the file system, the file system folder configuration of the file system is updated to 
match that of the mail software (see Horn paragraph [0179]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Milovanovic by the teachings of Horn , 
because Horn teaches that "the inventive MFS-enabled computer system's catalog 
mechanism provides unlimited support for new types of objects and new metadata, 
regardless of the underlying file system of operating system's features or lack thereof 
(see paragraph [0139]). 

As to claim 3, Milovanovic as modified teaches wherein mail data items are 
obtained from the mail software and are stored in corresponding folders created in the 
file system and mail data and other files are managed in the file system under a same 
environment (see Horn paragraphs [0139] and [0179]). 

As to claim 5, Milovanovic as modified teaches wherein the mail software folder 
configuration of the mail software is created on two or more storage units (see Horn 
paragraph [0179]). 

As to claim 6, Milovanovic as modified teaches wherein image data read by use 
of a scanner are simultaneously stored in the two or more storage units (see Horn 
paragraph [0179]). 



As to claim 8, Milovanovic teaches: 
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analyzing a mail software folder configuration created on mail software to obtain 
information regarding the mail software folder configuration and creating a scanned data 
folder accessible by the mail software, if necessary (see paragraph [0024] and Figure 2, 
element 1); 

Milovanovic does not teach: 

creating a file system folder configuration same as the analyzed mail software 
folder configuration in a file system that is shared by the mail software 
Horn teaches: 

creating a file system folder configuration same as the analyzed mail software 
folder configuration in a file system that is shared by the mail software (see paragraphs 
[0104], [0133], and [0135]. Also see paragraphs [0024], [0031], and [0036]); 

Milovanovic as modified teaches and that reads documents by use of a scanner 
(see Horn paragraphs [0041] and [0043] and Milovanovic paragraph [0024]), copies 
those documents into the scanned data folder, and files the documents based upon the 
information obtained by the analysis of the mail software folder configuration created on 
the mail software (see Milovanovic paragraph [0024] and Horn paragraphs [0133] and 
[0135]); and 

performing file management by executing filing processing for the created file 
system folder configuration (see Horn paragraphs [0104]. [0133], [0135], and [0179]), 
wherein 
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the analysis of the mail software folder configuration is performed at the time of 
startup of the file management software, regularly, or upon user's requests (see Horn 
paragraph [0179]), and 

when the mail software folder configuration of the mail software differs from that 
of the file system, the file system folder configuration of the file system is updated to 
match that of the mail software (see Horn paragraph [0179]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Milovanovic by the teachings of Horn , 
because Horn teaches that "the inventive MFS-enabled computer system's catalog 
mechanism provides unlimited support for new types of objects and new metadata, 
regardless of the underlying file system of operating system's features or lack thereof 
(see paragraph [0139]). 

As to claim 9, Milovanovic teaches: 

analyzing, at a time of startup of the file management software, a mail software 
folder configuration created on mail software to obtain information regarding the mail 
software folder configuration and creating a scanned data folder accessible by the mail 
software, if necessary (see paragraph [0024] and Figure 2, element 1); and 

Milovanovic does not teach creating a file system folder configuration same as 
the analyzed mail software folder configuration 
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Horn teaches creating a file system folder configuration same as the analyzed 
mail software folder configuration (see paragraphs [0104], [0133], and [0135]. Also see 
paragraphs [0024], [0031], and [0036]) 

Milovanovic as modified teaches in a file system that reads documents by use of 
a scanner (see Horn paragraphs [0041] and [0043] and Milovanovic paragraph [0024]), 
and files the documents, based upon the information obtained by the analysis of the 
mail software folder configuration created on the mail software (see Milovanovic 
paragraph [0024] and Horn paragraphs [0133] and [0135]), wherein 

when the mail software folder configuration of the mail software differs from that 
of the file system, the file system folder configuration of the file system is updated to 
match that of the mail software (see Horn paragraph [0179]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Milovanovic by the teachings of Horn , 
because Horn teaches that "the inventive MFS-enabled computer system's catalog 
mechanism provides unlimited support for new types of objects and new metadata, 
regardless of the underlying file system of operating system's features or lack thereof 
(see paragraph [0139]). 

As to claim 10, Milovanovic teaches: 

a computer central processing unit (CPU) (see paragraph [0013] and Figure 1) 
analyzing a mail software folder configuration created on mail software to obtain 
information regarding the mail software folder configuration and creating a scanned data 
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folder accessible by the mail software, if necessary (see paragraph [0024] and Figure 2, 
element 1); 

Milovanovic does not teach: 

creating a file system folder configuration same as the analyzed mail software 
folder configuration in a file system that is shared by the mail software 
Horn teaches: 

creating a file system folder configuration same as the analyzed mail software 
folder configuration in a file system that is shared by the mail software (see Horn 
paragraphs [0104], [0133], and [0135]. Also see paragraphs [0024], [0031], and [0036]), 

Milovanovic as modified teaches: 

and that reads documents by use of a scanner (see Horn paragraphs [0041] and 
[0043] and Milovanovic paragraph [0024]), copies those documents into the scanned 
data folder and files the documents based upon the information obtained by the analysis 
of the mail software folder configuration created on the mail software (see Milovanovic 
paragraph [0024] and Horn paragraphs [0133] and [0135]); and 

performing file management by executing filing processing for the created file 
system folder configuration (see paragraphs [0104]. [0133], and [0135]) , wherein 

the analysis of the mail software folder configuration is performed at a time of 
startup of the file management software (see Horn paragraph [0149]-[0150], and 
Milovanovic paragraph [0014]), and 
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when the mail software folder configuration of the mail software differs from that 
of the file system, the file system folder configuration of the file system is updated to 
match that of the mail software (see Horn paragraph [0179]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Milovanovic by the teachings of Horn , 
because Horn teaches that "the inventive MFS-enabled computer system's catalog 
mechanism provides unlimited support for new types of objects and new metadata, 
regardless of the underlying file system of operating system's features or lack thereof 
(see paragraph [0139]). 

6. Claims 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Milovanovic (US Pre-Grant Publication 2003/0065728) in view of Horn (US Pre-Grant 
Publication 2004/0177319) and further in view of Svkes, JR . (US Pre-Grant Publication 
2002/0129108). 

Milovanovic teaches the method of claim 1 . 

Milovanovic does not teach wherein when a file is stored in a folder in the file 
system, a mail including information regarding a link to the file, detailed information of 
the file, and the file itself is transmitted to a mail address of a user, whereby the file is 
managed on the mail software 

Svkes. JR teaches wherein when a file is stored in a folder in the file system, a 
mail including information regarding a link to the file, detailed information of the file, and 
the file itself is transmitted to a mail address of a user, whereby the file is managed on 
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the mail software (see Figures 2a and 2b, paragraphs [0010] and [001 1]. When a 
message from the mail software is stored in the alternate file system, the system 
transmits a receipt to the sender that includes the original message (file). The receipt 
includes information regarding a link (a sender is told that it exists and is archived), 
detailed information of the file (the original message), and, as stated, the original 
message itself. As the receipt is transmitted to the user via email, the user may then 
manage the file on his or her email software). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Brown et al . by the teaching of Sykes, JR 
since Svkes, JR teaches that "a problem with electronic communications versus their 
paper-based counterparts is that some electronic communications can be altered, 
sometimes without detection, and thus it is difficult to verify what was sent, when it was 
sent, or when it was received" (see paragraph [0003]). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 5 June 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that "However, Milovanovic and Horn fail to disclose expressly 
or implicitly the claimed 'creating a file system folder configuration same as the 
analyzed mail software folder configuration ... based upon the information obtained by 
the analysis of the mail software folder configuration created on the mail software'" and 
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"But the Office Action relies upon Horn. However, the relied upon Horn paragraphs of 
104, 133, 135, and 139 (for motivation) merely discuss organizing all types of 
information objects using metadata." In response to this argument, it is noted that Horn 
et al . teaches in paragraph [0104] that all external objects are mirrored using reference 
objects. It is noted that mirroring would involve recreating the folder system 
configuration. In addition to this, a further analysis of Horn et al ., such as paragraphs 
[0024], [0031], and [0036], shows that Horn etal . teaches to analyze a 'domain', 
wherein all files in the domain, including the directory structure, may be mirrored. 
Specifically, paragraph [0024] states "a domain designated 'file' may define reference 
objects, explained below, for files, directories, and volumes, as well as a scanning and 
matching process that creates a mirrored representation within MFS of a directory 
subtree specified in a Working Set". It is also noted that paragraph [0179] of Horn etal . 
teaches synchronizing items in the MFS with external data. 

Applicant also argues that "A prima facie case of obviousness based upon 
Milovanovic and Horn cannot be established, because there is no evidence expressly or 
implicitly that one skilled in the art would combine Horn's information object 
organization, with Milovanovic's person name based mail folders, and then modify the 
combined system of Milovanovic and Horn to provide the claimed" subject matter. In 
response to this argument, it is noted that Horn et al . teaches a method of organizing 
data, including mail data. It is also noted that Horn et al . teaches in paragraph [0139] 
the possible benefit of organizing disparate data and quickly and dynamically viewing it 
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outside of a mail program. Milovanovic et al . teaches in paragraph [0024] a mail system 
that also deals with categorizing different forms of data when it arrives. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified Milovanovic et al . in view of Horn et al . 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHARLES D. ADAMS whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3938. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM, M - F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/C. D. A./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



/Charles Rones/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



